DOCUMENT RESOHE 



ED 132 186 



Tl 005 915 



aDTHOR 
TITLE 



INSTITUTION 

PUB DATE 
NOTE 

EDES PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS. 



IDENTIFIERS 



ABSTRACT 



Hiddl.eton, H. A. 

An Evaluation of the Family Life Education Course at 
Eric Hamber Secondary School. Research Report 
7.f - 18. / ^ 

Vancouver Board of School Trustees (,^ritish 
Col"\3|fl^^^ . Education Services Group./ / 
Sep t?"" 
Utip. 

MF-$0.83 HC-$^^i^^^(|,pius' Postage. 

♦Administrator A^lBtjItudes; Attitude /Tests; ♦Course ■ / 
Evaluation; Educat^i^stJU Objectives; ♦Family Life ^ 
Education; ♦Parent ll^^^des; Progiram Evaluation; . ' 
Questionnaires; Secoii^^^^f , Educatipin; Secondary School 
Students; Semantic Dif t'^^^ntial ; ^Student Attitude?; 
Student Opinion; Surveys'^.*Teacher Attitudes 
British Columbia (Vancouviei:) \, 





This report surveys the opinicSyB; of parents, 
students, teachers and a few administrators regixfling various aspects 
of the Family Life Education program at Eric Haafe^r Secondjfiry School 
in , Vancouver, Bi;3ftish Colunrtia. The results indicat:e 'thali^arent^s and 
students Vere generally in favor- of the content of -tii^ course but 
^wouid like to see family budgeting added. There were 
differences between the pre-i:est and post^test attitudes of the Grade 
11 students toward 16 concepts pertinent to the cours^^.'ln addition, 
the students, in Family Life Education did not exhibit slg^hi fx cant iy 
different attitudes from those of students in Grade 12. Forty-nine- 
percent of the students felt that Family Life Education had- improved 
their ability to communicate; U2X felt greater se If-conf ident:e as a' 
result of the course; 37% found it easier to discuss attitudes with 
the opposite sex. There was no indication that the value systeiRs of 
the students were influenced either in a positive or negative " 
direction, although many were positively oriented before taking the 
course. Further, the course provided new information, and students 
found it to be stimulating^; (Author/MV) • 
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ABSTRACT 



^ ^ This report surveys "the opinions of parents, students, teachers and 
a few administrators regaYrding ya^-ious aspects of the Family Life Education 
program at Eric Hamber 'Se^ndary School. The results indicate that parents 
and students were generally in favour of the content of the course but would 
like to see family budgeting add^d. There *ere no significant differences 
between the pre-test and post-test attitudes of 'the drade 11 3tudents toward^ 
sixteen concepts pertinent to the course: In addition, the stilidents in 
?amily Life Education did not exhibit signj^ficantly different | attitudes from 
those of students in Grade 1^. ./ . ! . - 

There was no support for the hy^^othiBsis that the value systems of the.. 
Students were altered in a negative ^y 7 It seems that by taking the course 
value systems already existing are -clatified. 

Recommendations based on the; dat^/are presented^, ' ^ 



. . AN EVALUATION OF tHE FAMILY LIFE EDUCATION COURSE^. 



AT ERIC HAMBER SECONDARY SCHOOL 
INTRODUCTION' 



A 



On December 31;, 1974 a final report on the Vancouver School. Board pilot 
project in^ Family Life Education was submitted u^y Claudia Stein, Family Life 
Progr.^ Developer, who was employed by the Student Services Division of the 
Vancouver School^-Board^ The report contained a proposed framework ffor'Family 
Life Education Programs. 'However, it was decided that a further evaluation 
was needed. - * - ^ ; 

' ; Basically, the fcohtent of the course has remained similar to 'the pro- 
posed framework and is outlined in the Home Economics, Curriculum Guide in 
Human Development, 9 and ^Fkraily Life 12*(1974). / • . 

This report- is an evaluation of the opinions of .parents, teachers and 
administrators, and the opinions and attiitudete of students toward the Family 
Life Education course at'^rlc. Hamber Secondary ^^chodl for the term Janvfery 
to June, 1975. i'he Family Life Education course at the. school had five ^ * 
basic objective*§: 



1. To promote an- understanding of self in relation to others, and 
" * society. / ' • 

/' /' ■ ^ ■ 

2. To promote the grow^th of young men and women toward emotional 
strength and maturity so as to enable them to make sound deci- 
sions regarding their personal lives despite the many ^ social 
and emotional pressures they encounter. ^ ' . . 

3. To promote the development of attitudes and yalues which will 
, enable .young people to act responsibly, co-operatively and 

.with concern for others- ±ri all human relationships* 

4. To provide* maturing young men and women with a sound knowledge ^ 
\of physical, emotional, moral and social aspects of human sex-i- 

uaiity and interpersonal relationships- so that these may be 
understood as a wholesome part of the growth and development \ 
of the individual; and - - ' 

5. To provide maturing young men and women with a knowledge and 
understanditig of the responsibilities and cooperation required 
for a successful marriage and family. 



- 2 - . 



It is . the purpose of this report to §urA?ey the attitudes of students 
and tire opinions p£>students; parents, teachers and administrator^ involved 
-in the. Family .Life Education prograiti af" Eric Hamber .Secondar>r School." ^n^ 
addition^ parents, teachers and' administrators as well as students have 
*feeeh asked to ^re'sppnd to questionnaires as to whether certain topics should 
be included in the curriculum, whether the ^chdol should be involved ifi 
ceVtai^^ topics, at all and at what age l^vel the Family Life Education pro- 
gram should be introduced. Seme additional information regarding gpinions v 
,dn teacher' qualifications and desirability of. 'such a program have also^ •> 
been solicited. • ' • ' ' , 



METHOD . 
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Design of the Study 



The , semantic differential instrument , .Osgood (1962) was used to 
assess students' attitudjss toward various, concept5j'> .The semantic'' 
differential i^ a collection of scales that employ direct, ratings of 
concepts to obtain measures of attitudes. 'The sckles of bi,po-lar ad-' ^ 
jectiues are used to measure various facets of meaning. ^ .. ^ 

Three classes of students took part in the evaluation of ^the Family 
Life E'ducation program at Eric Hamber Secondary School. ^It was not * 
.possible to obtain a -matched control group at Hamber School since there 
were no other Grade 11 glasses which did not take either Psychology,. 
Humanities or 'Family Life Education. Singe ^ese courses overlap some- 
what in content, the studei^ts in these courses could not be utilized a^ 
a conttol. A control group of Grade 12 students who had.riot taken .any 
of the courses listed above was administered' the questionnaire This s 
enabled cOmpariso^n of^a^titudes of individuals who^had taken the course 
with those of others who had not. A test booklet was ■ constructed that 
contained sixteen concepts pertinent to the Family Life Education course 
(see Appendix D) . The adjectives for these concepts were those found 
in previous studies to be contained in the evaluative factor (Nunfially, 
41970), and those considered suitable -for the concept under consid^ra^fiori. 

A questionnaire was designed to' assess the opinions of tire, stludents 
on a variety of statements. : Responses were to be *made from a choice of ' 
fiVe alternatives ranging from "strongly agree" to "strongly disagi 
The statements covered various aspects of the Family Life EducatipJ 
courses .A copy of this questionnaire may be found in Appendix C. 

Student, parent and teacher questionnaires Here .designed to 'solicit 
opinions regarding content 6f the course, negative or positive effects, 
teacher qualifications, and at which grade level the family Life Educa- 
tion course should be introduced. A copy of this questi9nnaire may pe 
founcl in Appendix A. ' ^ 

A separate open-ended questionnaire was utilized 'for gathering 
input from students regarding course benefits, content emphasis and 
suggestions (see Appendix B) . 



ree. 
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Analysis ^ * \ ^. 

CqmparisoA of. pre-test scores with post-test scores on the Semantic 
Differential/ for the students taking Family Life was carried out. In 
addition, pdst-test scores of the Family Life students were compared with 
with-scores bf Grkde'l2 students who had not' taken a Family Life or . • - 
Psychology course. \ ' 

Multivariate c^tingency tabulation (I^7A) was carried out on the remaining 
questionnaires. This yieWed percejitages of varioUs responses, 

. A ' RESUIlTS and DISCUSSION" - 

Copies of the questionnaires and the tabulated responses are pre- 
sented in the Appendices. 

' * . ' V 

•Approximately 90 questionnaires were mailed to parents. Forty-eight 
(53%) were returned completed.* Four of the 48 questionnaire were returned 
after the deadline and were not included in the analysis. Eighty-two 
students, (91% rieturn) complet^id the same questionnaire. . Six teachers .and 
tw,o administrators ^Iso' responded 'to this questionnaire. Certain items on 
the questionnaire were to be answered by students ari^^^eachers only. Com- 
ments are inc;iud^d ^or questions 9, 11, 12 and the additional x)bjectiyes 
section. Responses are summarized in Appendix A» " » ' ' 

The open-ended questionnaire for students and-some't)f the typical 
responses to questions 1 through 5 'are also presented in Appendix'" B. 

iFif ty-eight'*students responded to the Student Opinion Questionnaire. 
The s^tatjemeats on t*he questionnaire are either positive or negative to the 
Family Life Education course. Studients could respond that they agree, are 
indifferent towards or disagree witK the particular statement. -The 27 
statements on this questionnaire sampled a wide variety of beliefs' and 
opinions. The number of students choosing a particular response ^nd the 
percentage responding to the items are presented in Appendix C. 

The semantic differential instrument with means'^ for pre-test 
and post- test, scores 43n each "^f the bipolar adjectives for the 16 con-\ 
cepts and the^raeans for. the control . group of students are presented in 
Appendix I>. . ' • . " 

* ■ " 2 * ♦ ■■ 

, Tests for statistical significance revealed that post-tests m^an 
scores were npt different from pre-test mean score* and that scores' for 
Family Life students were npt different frorj, those of students who had 
ti'b.t taken the course^ 



The semantic differential consisted of seven-point scales. Coded 
, values of one to seven from left Jto right were utilized for 
' scoring the responses. Fr^ofn these scores wer^ calculated means 

for each group. 

• . * ■ ^ . 

Hotelling '*t " (see, Appendix E) ' 



\ 
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The student, par-e?it and teacher questiontiafre (Appendix A) yielded 'some 
interesting- findings. ^ '^A large majority of the students (81.7%) indicated 
that the schocj. system should offer courses in the area of coimnunication, " 
inte.^personal relationships, values, Thuffl^n development and sexuality. Only 
2.4%. of the students thought that these coui^ses should not be taughi. The ^ 
remainder ,12. 2% believed some of these areas should ^e taught and others not; 
3.7% did not respond to this question. A similar pattern was notited for 
parental responses to this> que^stion; ^^1. 4% favoured all of these areas being 
offered and a 29.6% response fpr only some of them. Only 4.6% of the parents 
suggested that none o^ the areas^hould be offered. ^For the respondents, 
(both students and parents) who J e^t that only some 4f the areas should "^be ' 
offered, the most prevalent, area wjiich they thought -should not be offered, 
was sexuality. However, f'or some'-'Si? Jthese, the^ ^meaning' of sejtuality was 
no^ entirely clear. -jA few students indicated, that abortion, "^ieath and * || 
'dying shou]^ not be offered because of the 'fef feet these topics nad on them. 
App^roximately 41% of the students and/the same percentage^bf parents V^- 
lieved that Grades 10 to '^12 was' the level for, th^ jkntroducfion of a Family 
Life Education ' course. The remainder of ttie parents and students 'suggested 
that the course should be offered at some Iqw^p level; (Appendix A, 
question number 6). four of six teachers be*ieved liiiat the course should' 
be introduced .at the Grade 1 to 3 level. / ' ^ 

Seventy-four percent of the students indicated' tt^at parental consent^ 
should not be ,re<quired to take the course. The parents w*ere divided on ^ 
this issue, 45.5% believ(id parental consent Should be required' while* 54. 5% 
thought' that it should':not^i)e - required . J ' * 

■\ '. • " ■ y~ , ■ ■ . ■ . ■ ■ 

The majority (89% of the students and 75%. of the parents) was aware of the 
sqbject matter in the Family Life Education course. Since 25%/^ the parents 
wj^re unaware of thp s.ubjeet matter^, a greater effort should b€ made^ to provide '* 
this information. - . » • ^ j 

' ■■■ ■ ; ■., ) ■ 

. ' The majority of students (64'.6%) believed that li'ttleXf the subject content 
of the cou^'se is covered^ in other courses. This may indicate that information 
not presented in. other programs is being made available. The content duplic^tdon 
that does occur seems to involve information cutr^ntly available in Biology,^ 
English, Social Studies and Guidance. The common .content apparently is 
presented in a different. manner in the Family Life Education course. 

Seventy-one .percent of the students and two of the six teachers believed tha 
J".the Family Life course had no . efrect on other students' not taking tfie course. 
Of the students who thought there was a ^positive effect, the common comment was 
that; the. Family Life Education "students iivterested other students and advised * 
th^ to t^l(?e the course. 



•the cQursel The negatives effect on other students was* their riot havii^g ^the 



knowledge of the content 



This should be reflected in increased en'rollment in 



of the course of **heine left out** of discussions. 



Those in favour of. tjhe Family Life Education course in the scho^ generally^ 
beli^ed ,that the teacher should be married, have knowledge in th,e arfea to be 
taughx, have taken some appropriate courses in Psychology and be sympathetic, 
trusting anc| ct^minunicative towards teenagers. / . > ' . 

The majority of parents and students indicated^ that the specific objectives 
shpuld be in the school curriculum! and are appropriate objective's for a Family 
Life Education course. ^ All of the teachers and administrators believed the 
specific objectives to be appropriate ^n the, school curriculum and for a 
Family Life Education course. . - q . 

. . ■ ■ T- ■ . ^ ■ ■ ■ - ■ ( ^ 



Under additional objectives, topics wer^ sugges'ted by parent such • * 
, as choosing a marriage^ partner , understanding of parents, sex education ' - 
from a cli^nical st^dpoint and the practical aspects'of employment and 
budgeting. * . 

The respondents to the Family Life Questionnaire (see Appendix^ A) -indicate, that 
more info^ation should be made available to , parents -regarding course content.; 
.The term "sexuality" as us^d in the_course;should be clarified. The specific * 
objectives of the cotirse 'should be retained with slightly more "streps' on the i . 
understanding of 'human behaviour and financial management; ■ ^ 

. ' I ' ^ ■ 

Appendix B contains comments hy students toVard t^e^ course. Students 
liked 'being treated as adults, discussing various" topi,|^3*5i'^having guest 
lecturers\ and becoming .aware of their own value systems • Jbey did 'not 
like spending a gr^t deal of time on self-awarenesfe f<il^i;fig our evalua- » 
t ion forms, and (for sotpe of the students) discussing -aboWiott and deaths 

The studeijts were of^the opinion thaf^the most beneficial aspects of 
th^ program wete understanding human behaviour, providing ' correct information 
regarding various topic^, and learning about birth control and venereal diseases. 
Topics they felt, th^t were' treated with too muph emphasis included 'discussions on 
moiralsf and values, abortion and venereal diseases. Topics underemphasized were * 
child. rearing- philosophies , marriage, discussion of sexual matters and f±el5 
trips-. ^ Areas some students felt that were not adequately covered included 
money management, r;,acial prejudicie and outdoor classes. Suggestions incTuded " 
more guest speakers, field trips and small group discussions. . ' 

The implications of these 'responses for the teachers of Family Life 
EducatljOn are ^lear; more field trips* more. guest speakers and more small . 
discussion groups. Sotne areas of the course seemed to be dealt with for too 
long a time. In dthers ,^ltfcidltional content might wel^be addec|. 

\ Appendix Gl'contains the-27^tem Family-Life Opinion Questionnaire and the 
number and percentage of respondents chbosing each alternative. ' 

mit • ' 

.Approximately half of the student;s (49%) felt that the-course improved^ 
their ability^' to communicate. Forty-twQ percent thonght that -the cours'e gave \ 
them greater -self -confidence. . . ^ 

^ ^ . ■" V ' 
A majority (81%) disagreed that the course has caused them to have 
poorer relationships with their 'parents . The Statistics indicate that there ^ 
is little support for th'e statement that taking Family 'Life Education has 
caused a de'terioration in family relationships f or fhe students at Eific 
Hamber Secondary School. • " 

There' was "som6/ increase' in the ease with which, members of the .opposite 
sex could discuss, attitudes : • 37% found it easier to\'con\^erse, 44% were 
indifferient and 19% disagreed that thfe course, made conversation regarding 
attitudes easier with the opposite sex. . Sixty-^two . percent df the respondents" 
were of . the opinion that sexual misconc^qptions held previously had been 
correcti&d since taking the course. ' 



A better understanding of the responsibility of relationships with 
people was claimed by approximately 6^4%- of the students.. ^ 

' Approximately?" 29% of the students respQnded that the course did not 
increase the respect they had for thei^parents, approximately 2],% were of 
the opinion that their respect fot pare'nts had increased and 50% ha'd no 
opinion*. Responses to Question 19 Indicate that approximately 7l7f of . the 
students were more a\jaje of parental responsibilities as a jresiiit of taking 
the course.. The results of these two ^questions, indicate that students of. # 
Family Lifeyfedticat ion obtain more knowledge of parental functions and tha't ^ 
some of them have an increased respect for their parents. • 




The majprity of the r^fesporidents^60%) dis,agreed that questions ask^d 

in the course were embarrassing.' Apprdximately 35% of the students^ thought. 

certain questions should nat be asked since their answers do not con^ 
^ , • \ * ' 

n 6thers. ^ . - 

Thef hypothesis that students woyld be-more inclined to experiment with 
sex because tn'ey have taken a Family Xife Education course is contradicted 
by the opiniorfs of the students^ Only 4 out of 58, approximately (7%)' felt 
thaf t'^hef course had this influence on them. 

Most of the students (62%) disagreed that they weVe being used as "guinea 
pigs*' in the course- and of trtose wha did (26%), the common complaitit was ' 
about the filling out /jof the questionriaires for the evaluation ^of^tfte program. 

i^^bout one^half (47%) pf the, student^ indicated that ^^t^tfk educat.ion ' . [. 
should- be taught in conjunction with moral >aluQs . ^* 'V ■ ./ 



Only one st^udent was : of the opinion that sexual education should 
not be taught in schools/. . . * 



Approxirriately 60% of tfi^ students were of the opinion that myths and 
mis-information regarding human be^haviour were clarified. These results 
indicate that the course is providing useful information for the majority of 
students . ^ . - « . < . 

Fifty-nine percent of the students claimed that they became more aware?*, 
of tfiemselves generally since taking the course. » ' 

The tfeachers of the Family Life Education course^ere considered to be* 
comfortable .discussing various aspeqts of the course by the Majority of the ' 
student? (67%). ' ' , 

Since nearly one-half (46%) of the students felt the course should be 

offered at ap earlier age ,* thought should be given to the introduction of 

a suitable course to certain student? in the lower ^"'grades , possibjy Grades 8 
or 9.° • 5C ' *. - ■ 

' . . c 

The course has caused approxima^iely 26% of, the respondents to believe that 
they will be more i ' alistic in selecting a mate. - * 



^ • - ^ ^ ••. . ■ ^ 

A majority of the .students (69%)^b6?^aine niore aware "of various aspects 
• of family law as result of taking the course. ^ / ' \ 

^Ninety-five percent of the students believed that the communication of 
feelings in^^arriage was essential. ' v 

•^^Approximately 59% of the students increased their knowledge of community 
, ' r^gbiirce information =&s a result of taking the course. 

Most students (67%) w^ere of the opiTiion that their basic values had not 
changed because of the course, Apparently >the course does little to c.lrrr • 
basic values of students but it seems to increase awareness and claric; 
personal values already estabj^ished (62%).. - 

One-haif of the respondents thought that the cours e ma'de them tr. , • 
tolerant of differing opinions* « """^i^- / 

. - ' . ■ ♦ • - ••. ■■(■ 

*A majority (69%) indicated that Family, L,ife Educatipn was an if.'.proveTiieut. 
over the old Guidance ^ program. \ ^ ' ' 

• ) . ' . 

^Finally, 74% of the students, found the Family Life 1??JhicatiQn program /■'^ 
, useful to them. » O^ly 17% -did ifiot.. \ ^ . 

/ The nesults of tlie questionnaire (see Appendix C) revfeal that the 

/ student's obtained n^w information from the course,. cl<:i:ified their own 
"value systems and found the course useful. T'l :y .^o net support the hypoth- 
.esl,s that moral and social valuefi \fere lowered i-r* a ror>ult of the course, ^ 

It does npt support the nation that as a result of tHe course fhe * 
students experiment more with sex. th^^report rejects the coriterifcion 
that respect for. parents would declitie^ It supports the need for 'sexual-^ - 
education to^be taught , in school-:^^ ; . V'\;^ ^ 

The semantic differential in Ap'i^endix D did-nbt reveal any sip,nlficant ^ 
differences between pre-test ^andxpost-test scores of the Family Life Educa- 
tion students. This indicates that for ^the ,cjoncepts presented there was 
' no signilficant change in attitude during the period of the course. 

' ' . . •- ^^^^ ' " ' ' . 

This is not surprising in >>iew bf the literature on attitude change 
(Lewin, 1951 and' Festinger , 1958). Comparison of the post-te§t , scores of -* 
this 'group with the control group who had' not taken a coursfe J. n psychology 
indicate the attitudes of. the Family Life students towards the concepts^ 
presented wer^- not different from those of other spudeQt^s. 

- • , ^ ■ . ■ • , • • 

Some interesting aspects of students' attitudes towards concepts were 
.Revealed by the' semantic differential instrument, . - » ■ 

^ The studerits felt " marriage " to be a positive conc^t^but were -non-* • 
committal .about " co!pf llcts ^ in" marriage ." * ^ Families " ^as ratfed as a posi- 
tive concept.' ^ " Financial independence " was also rated positively. 
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■ ■ " ■■'■* . ■, - \; . ■ \ 

' ^ ■• ■ . . , , ■■ , " ^ ■ \ .\« 

Students rated th^- concept " racial pre judice" negatively whe^as 
they rated positively " sell-awarenes s" and "b irtH control! '. There\ 
seems to be a great "deal<?o£ conflict about "2hvsl£al ^fig resgji on" s%ice 
the students did not yalue It negatively or positively.^ They were In 
favoijr. of " equal status for men and women /' and indicated that 
Vdlsclpllne" was a ppsltlve concept. 



^ . - . , . IMPLICAIMONS ' 

1. Teachers, of Family Life Education might consider having more small 

/ group discussions. , 

• ft ' * 

2. - Teachers might well consider inviting raor- ^v.est ^octurers. 



.3. .Field trfps should be considered to provide more information on , 
various aspects rof the course. 

A; Although only 25% of the parents were unaware of the course content, 
. ^ • of the Family Life Education course, ^ -reatet effort might be made 
* : to' inform parents of this content in cr lei . ; reduce misinformation. 

5. Parental consent should continue to be considered .es a prerequisite 
foi\ entry to the^ course. v ' 

'6. An explanation of sexuality^ las it is dealt with in the course may 
be considered. ^. 

7. The overlap of course content with other a^eas - Biology, English, 
etc. - should be re-examined. 

8. Consideration may be given to a version of the ?amily Life Educa- 
tion course for spme students at the Grade 8 le'j< . 

9. .Further evaluations of the^ Family Life Education program should 
be undertaken. 
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This report has attempted to survey the opinions of parents, ^ 
students, teachers and a, few administrators regarding various aspectsy 
of the Family Life Education program at Eric Hamber Secondary ScIioolT 
In addition, a measure of student attitudes regarding certain concepts 
ove^^ time was carried out. The findings were generally favourable. 
The majority o| parents, teachers and students approve the content of 
the course. Spme areas received criticism. Forty-nine percent of the 
students felt that Family Life Education had improved ^heir ability to 
communicate; 42% felt greater self-confidence as a result of the 
course; 37% found it easier to discuss attitudes with the opposite 
sex. There was no indication that the value systems of* the students 
were influenced either in a positive or negative direction, although 
many were positively oriented before taking the course. 

Further, the course provided >new information, and students found it 
to be stimulating. * 

Recommendations for additional objectives and for a suitable 
version of the course for low^er level grades were made. Other appro- 
priate recommendations were presented. . 

Future evaluations may take into consideration the measurement af ' 
attitudes towards other concepts.^ Comparison of pre-test and post-test 
acores may ,be carried out on a control group and the differences, if 
any, cdtapared with the differences between pre-test and post- test 
scores for the Family Life group of students. An attitude question- 
naire measuring the degree of satisfaction (that the students obtained) 
with the course may also be utilized. ' 

( • ' . 

^ Future evaluations should maintain the use of multiple inputs 
in order to obtain a balancedNjpicture of ..opinion and attitudes . 
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APPENDIX A 
■ FAMILY LIFE EDUCATION PROGRAM 

Questionnaire ta Students, Parents and Teachers 

and 

^ Summary of Responses for Each Group ' . . 

ALL REPLIES WILL 'BE KEPT COMPLETELY ANONYMOUS , 
INSTRUCTIONS: - ■ - 

1. v Please choose ONE response for each question and/circle the . appropriate 

letter of your choice. 

2. If you change your mind be sure to erase the first mark completely. 

3. Certain questions are to be answered by. teachers only or teachers and 
students cnly. These questions will be prefixed by a capital T for , 
teachers and S for students. Everyone -.parents, students and teachers 
is requested to . answer the remaining questions. 

A. There are no right or wrong answers. Choose .the answer which is true 
for you or which seems BEST from your own experiences. 

5. For some questions, you will be asked to provide an answer in detail 
directly on the lines provided in this bookl^. 



- DO NOT WRITE YOUR NAME ON THIS QUESTIONNAIRE - 
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APPENDIX A,, continued ' 

" ' . ? -•■ 

: . -| • ' FAMILY LIFE EDUGAtlON PRdCRAM ' 

GENERAL OBJECT I^S^ 



ner^s , 



Fdr information purposes, the following statfemerflfs , taken from 
-the FMILY_XI?£ -EDUCATION- (EL£^ the _ * 

general Senior Secondary Scltooi, objectives related to the Family 
Lif e, Edjfcat^on (FLE) oqurs^ in 'your school.^ • ; 

i. ■ . \.. . \ . ^ ""^ 

The obje^^'ti^ves are: 

1. ^ to pvbaxojjjii^ an- un^^rstanding^ iaf , in relation, to . others, . 
' and society; * > 

2. to ^irpmote; the growth of . young m^r\ ancj womeji toward emotional 
str^gth, and maturity so as-- to e^able^. them to make sound 
•die<^d;&ic^ regarding their'^j^fersbp^ '>iiveS.j despite the many 
soci^'l^ OT^** emotional, pressures they vettcounter ; 

3» to promote the development of .attitudes and values which will 

enable young people V^^' ,4ct responsibly, accountably, cooperative 
and with concern for others in all areas of humati relationships; 

4, to .provide maturing youpg. ttiictI *and women with a sound knowledge 
o^r^physical, emotional , "mofal, and social aspects of human 
sexuality and interpersonal relationships So that these may 

be understood as a wholesome part of the growth and development 
of the individual; and 

5, to provide maturing young men and women with a knowledge and 
understanding of the responsibilities and cooperation required 
for successful marriage and family. 
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APgEN](fe^X A,. Qbntlnued 
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FAMILY LIFE QUESTIONNAIRE 



1, Pleasjfif indicate whether you are a student, parent, teacher or school 



2-, 



(T)- 3. 



administrator. 



(Ay'studferit i^y^ni 
(]0 parent or mi^rdian 
(C) teach&?J>^ 
,.(D) sc%t^i5[;^irif^trator 



No. (Number of responses) 
82 . ' ^ 

44 

6 • ' 




(A) male 

(B) female 



(A) junibr setonc 

(B) senior secon&lii^i^- 




2 








Student 


Parent 


Teacher - 


Administrator 


No. % - ■ 


No^ % 


No. ' 


Np . \. 


39 47.6' 


10 22.7 


.2 


1 


• 43 52.4 


34 77.3 


4 


•i>, 


you presently 


teaching? 




V 


Te"acher 


Administrator 




1 . 'J 


0 






5 


2 







(y) ^, Please indicate which of the following applies to you; 

, (A) I am presently teaching Family Life Edocat ion (FLE) 
' (B) I taught FLE in the past but do not teach, it now 
(C) I have never taught FLE. 



Teachev 
6 
0 
0 



Aj^miitlstrator 



0 



Are you generally in" favour of the school system offering courses which - 
involve such areas as communication, interpersonal relationships, values. 
Human' development , and sexuality? . 

Student Parent. Teacher 

. No % ^ . No.' % No. 

(A) yes, for all areas 67 '81.7 27 61,4 6 

(B) yes, for some areas ^.10 12.2 13 2'§.6 0 
,(C) no, for none of the areas 2 2.4 2 4.6 . 0 

no response 3 3.7 2 4.6 0 



Administrator 
No. . 
2 - 
0 
0 

0 • 



If 


you 


answered 


5(A), 


please 


go directly to i!^. 






to A6. * 


If 


you 


answered 


5(B), 


please 


&ive.46tails below and 


then 


go 


If 


you 


^answered 
— u 


5(C), 


please 


give details below and 


then 


go 


directly to iH . 



ERIC 



Which areas should NOT be offered and why not? 

Student's ' Comments ' 
Areas that should not be offered*. | • V 

- "Sections on how we value ourselves are Iboring, I learned nothing, it- 
was stupid. , Spend a week on it if you Have to, 

- "Death and dying" • * ' 

- "Abortion, too biased."-/ 

- "The abortion and birth area should not 

and terrible for me* to see those films 

- "I thihk all areas should, be offered, y.y concern is in the area of how well 
•quali?ied the teachers are to give this course, this lis of paramount import- 
ance, as many areas are difficult to handle. ' 



be offered tecauae.it ;ts too horrible 
and picttn?es." 
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^APPENDIX A, continued ' 
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FAMILY LIFE QUESTIONNAIRE ■ ^ 

Parents ' Comments ' 
Areas that should not be offered : ' ' ♦ * ' : 

-/^*Not so much emphasis oh birth control methods - if child Is thinking of 
pre-marital s^x, could consult family doctor/' ' " 

- "Sexuality - sti^^nts cfon't need' to 'learn from §omeone else how to-be more 
attractive sexually. .Th^t is. something that should bfe developed by the stu- 
dent by "maturity* T'm not entirely clear what sexualit^y mean« in thi^ report. 1/ 

- "Sexuality- ' - ^ • " * 

I feel the standard in today's values affects the students' morafs. Sexuality 
' ai>d boy-girl relationships are not a necessary learning course. 

-"Sexuality should be taught but not^ in top much detail, for elementary ^schools . 
Reason: mpst .children are not matu|;^e encrugh to benefit from'such detailsl' 
"Sexuality be^cause it should be the job of *the\parents. " 

6. At what grad.e level j^o you think such a course should be introduced? 





Students 


Parents 


Teachers 


^Administrator 




No, 


. % • 


No. 


% • 


No. 


■ ' • ■ 


(A) grades 1-3 


3 1 


3.7 


3 


6.8 • 


4 




(B)y grades 4-6' ■ ^ ^ 


4 


4.9 


• 1 


2.3 . 


0 


, , 0 


(C) grades 7-8 




28.0 


10 ' 


22-^7 - 


1 


• 0 


(D) grade 9 


16 


19.5 


. 5 


11.; A 


0 


0, 


(E) grades 10-12 


34 


41.5 


18 , 


40 .9 


1 - 




no response 


2 


2.4 


7 


15.9 






Do. you ffeel written parental consent 


should 


be required for a 


student's tK 


enrollment in a FLE class? 















^tudlents Parents Teachers ' Admlnfetrator 

% NQfc.>..%: No-. ♦ NC). 

25.6 , 20-^^45.5 4 * ' .1 



^o, 

(A) yes . \ * %1 

(B) no 61 

\ , . 

8, /Are you generally aijarp of the Subject matter covered in a FUE course 



74. 4"" 24 54.5 2 - 1 



in your school? 



Students Parent - Teacher Administrator 

No. % No.?>- % •. No.' ' ■ No. 



(A) yes I ■ 73 89.0 33 75 6 2 

{t} no - ^ 8' 9.8 . 11 25 o' '0 

\ no response 1 1.2 0 0 0 0 

.■■ ■ , ... . ■ '\ ' 

9. To what extent do you feel that the subject content presented in FLE is 

(T & S) covered in other courses? 

\ '^>i ■ Student Teacher 

(A) \ Ai^ of the subject content presented-in ^ ^ 

FLE is covered iri; other courses . , 1 , 1.2 0 

(B) Most of the subject content presented 'in ' ^ . 

FLE is covered in other courses. 3 3.7 0 ^ 

• (C) Some of the subject content presented in 

FLE is covered in other courses. • 18 22.0 '3 

(t)) Very little 'of the subject content pre- * 

sented in FLE is covered in other courses. 53 64.6 3 



(E) I am not familiar with the FLE course t . 
content . 6 7.3 

(F) No .Response ^ 19 . 1 1.2 
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APPENDIX A. continued 



FAMILY LIPE QUESTIOj^iAIRE 



If .you answered 9(A)> (B) , (C) , or (D) , please indicate, details' bel 
then go on to Y/lb, , * 

If you answered 9(E), please go directly to ,#11. 



ow, 



Pleaae list areas of content that were, covered in FLE and also covered in 

other courses. Also specify in which coutfse the duplication occurred. ^ 

. ■ ' . ■•'» • , ' » 

- - "Hjman reproduction, sex education, growth, genetics, and jdrugs in biology 
. and science," - » - ' 

- "Communications', values in life, ' understanding of self and psychological 
processes in Engli-sh," . .* - 

j. - "delations with others and sexuality in guidance," .r 
^ -'"Social issues in social studies," and 

- "None is duplicated" ^ , - 

10. Was the subject content common to both FLE arid the other course (s) dealt 
with in the same manner? 



(T & S) 

(A) yes 

(B) , no' 

• |£^(cy don't know 



Students 

No^ % 



Teach'ers 
. No.; . 



11 13.4 
46 56.1 
25-30.5 



0 

3- 
3 



Do you feel that the existe^ice of .the FLE\cburse in your school has had any 

e^ect on other students who ,arje not taking FLE? 

(T &.S) . Students Teachers 

^ * - No. •% », * ^ No. 

(A) yes- a positive effect 15 18*3 4 • ' 

/ (B) yes - a negative effect 9 11.0 0 

(C) np effect at all 58 70,7 2^ 



If you answered 13^(A) , please answer Part I below, then, go to //12. 
If you answered 11 (B:) , please answer Part 11 below, then go to //ll. 
If you answered 11(C) j please go directly to //12. 



Part I: What positive effect did the FLE course have on other students? 

(s.) . ■ 

"It made them interested in the course. Most.pf my , friends who have, already 
taken psychology plan to take Family Life becSuse of my ppsitive reaction." . 

' * ' • «• • 

- "People have learned things from the lady's talk on birth control and V.D." 



ERIC 



- "As most FLE students enjoyed the course, they pass on information from 
and about the course to others, tfhus interesting and involving them." 

"They know you can be trusted or honest with each other." 

- "it made them aware of the tourse and increased the enrollment. It caused 
discussion and knowledge among students." , 

- "The other students who are not taking FLE will feel-left out/^ 

- "They are not as aware or as knowledgeable; about' most things afi they make' 
dut to be." . ' ' 
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APPENDIX continued - . 

' . . FAMILY LIFE QUESTIONNAIRE 

12, If you are generally In favour of such^ courses as FLE In the school, 
. What personal and/or professional qualifications would be most-Important 
f oi?. such a teacher? ' 

• '7 ' ■ ' ; 

• Students' 'Comments 

^ ■ ■ • 

- "Young, truly Interested, understanding, open-minded, good personality - 
and fairly Informed oq the^toplc." 

- ''None. The teacher doesn't need any. He just needs a background and 
also to have gue^t speakers." 

. - "The teacher has^^to be ea^y'to get along with and not have a temper. 

Understanding Is about the most Important." - * • , 

- "To Mve confidence In themselves." ^ ' 

- "To be 4ble to -get along with people, to keep a cool temper, and not 
' . only pick on a few people." -^^ / 

Know some psychology and how to g'et' along with people/ Been a 
counsellor for some time. Got a reputation for trust." 
• • " / , 

- "Someone who most kids know and trust.! Must -have a sense of humor and 
qualifications In psycholagy, English knd other courses related with 
people." / - ! 
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- "Someone who will not bore you, he himself should be (Qualified to ■ 
Inform students on V.D. and birth. I /feel no one can teach se^x to 
someone. It is found out by the Individual but It can b^ taught to a 
point. Don't try so har% to change people." ^ 

- "One married teacher with a child and one single, youngish (25-40) ^nd . 
able to be open-mlnde^, well-read oh topics." 

- "Must hav6 gone through some of the experience talked about." 
r "Experience lii the areas they must teach." 

- "Counselling, liking and understanding students' problems." 

- "Easy-going, should be a counsellor or a person who works 'closelv 
. with kids." 

■ ■ . ' 

' , . . ^ Parents ' Comments 

Personal/Prof esjBlonal Qualifications , 

-r^ "Preferably to be' of married status, to have participated in encounter 
^*or self-awareness groups . " ' 

- "Sbund knowledge* and understanding of growth- and development of maturing 
young men and women." 

- "Communication - school counsellors with transactional analysis training. 
Interpersonal relationships and knowledge of human development for"" 
teaching sexuality, teaching qualifications similar to a* medical health 



APPENDIX aV continued 

FAMILY LIFlE QUESTIONNAIRE 

Parents -■ Coimn^nts, Question 12, cqntinued 

~ '■ ' ' '. '. ' • 

- "Great care must be taken In selecting a teacher with the proper skills 
and background 'for teaching this course. A poor teach,er without adequate 
training Md' values could da more harm than good in teaching this class: 
The conceI^^is good*/' ^ * 

- "The teacher should have a family ^nd a good educational background in 
the subject' area. Ability to deal with the- studeats.*^ 

- "Good character, articulate, with plenty of advanced psyc)ialogy . " ^ * 

-/"Background in psychology and social work essential. Abil'ity to relax 
people and draw them out; understanding; patience." 

V ■ (majority of parents whose children attend Hamber.) 

Additional Objectives ♦ 

. > ..- . ■ 

- "I feel all these objectives should in some way be discussed through the 
school curriculum. The Family Life course is a good means to teach some 
of them.' I feel this course coupled with healthy home discussions will 
do nothing but help our teenagers develop and cope with out: society." 

- "Schools should teach sexual education as far as its clinical aspects 
are concerned (reproduction, birth control, venereal disease, etc.) 
The development of moral and human values should be left to, the home 
attd to the general environment." 

- "More stress on value of choosing' right partner in marriage — not rushing 
into marriage. Didn* t^'' think showing of fetus necessary - quite a shock 

'to our daughter." . 

- "To help students understand their parents as well as parents understanding 
their child. Make students realize that parents are human beings wi,th 
faults and shortcomings - and that a good relationship during these 

years is very important. Maybe the student would be less rebellious , and 
their home life Would be much more pleasant." 

- "How to look for employment." / * . 

- !'To help students understand how to invest their income wisely; something 
about real estate, mortgages, etc." 
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TTie following statements reflect specific Senior High School objectives related to the course in youlr school. Pleise ji; . ;1 
indicate by checking "yes" oe "no" whether each objective should be in the school curriculum, and whether the objecti^?' ■ ' 
Is appropriate for a Family Mfe course.. ' , |'-. 

At;the end of the list of specific objectives there is space to add any further objectives you feel should be conside|edC 

^ ' / ■ .N= /|4 parents |^ 



' ' ■ ■ 1 . 

* ' ^ . ^ ■ I 

■ ' '■ •.■ ' ) ' . ' 


Should this' objec 
tiye be in the 
school curriciilum? 


^ f., . 

Isthiisobjektive 
appropriate for a 
Family Lif^fcourse 


YES^ 


NO. 


NORIr 
SPONSE 




INU 


m RE- 

iSPONSE.; 


.example: To assist students ... 1 ; , > 


— to_ 






If 




r-' [ 

'y-^ — * 


1. To assist students to understand that each persoi; is an individual, continually^ 
' being changed by experiences. , 


32 


3 


\ 


;35 


0 


9 


1 if ^ J > A 

.2. To help students to recognize emotions and feelings and to be aware of' their 
ertect on oenavior. < . / 


28 


7 




\h 


I ' 




■ 3, To help students to understand the, forms of copiunication between people aiid to 
improve their personal commiiinication skills. r ' ■ 




2 


8 


33 

> 




f :10' 


' 4. To;help, students improve the means by which^they make decisions so that they are 
aware of the consequences of their actions. 




■ 3 


J 


30 




, . 11 ■ 


5. To assist students in clarifying the concepts of love, trust', and interdependence. " 

■ • ' ., ■ "1'/;.. ■ ' 4 


28' 


7 




■■J 






■ ;6. To provide the opportunity for students to i^fsense of responsibility arid 
coumiitment to others. ' ■ ■ 


34 


• 3 


7 


3lj 




.11 


\ 7. To help students become more aware of their ' -personal ^values, and ittitucj^s. . 


33 


3 


8 


32: 


11 


. 10 


SS. To assist students in the clarification of their personal standards of behaviour. 


; 33'^^ 


. 3 


'8 


i 




It' 


9. To assist students in undiGrStanding human reproduction which includes male arid 
female anatomy, conception, pregnancy and birth: 


•26 


9 


9. 


33 


2' 




10.' To assist students in learning a working vocabulary related to human sexuality 

3nQ rcprOQUCLlOn in urucl LU ucllcx LUiiuiiunxwaLC wjllii unicAj. * 


26 




, 10 


32 


1 


:,io • 


. 11. To provide students with the basic facts concerning venereal diseases 
(causes, symptoms, and sources of treatment), 


30 


5 


9 • 


'33 


'2, 


9 


12. To help students understand that human sexuality involves both physical and 

, psychological fattprs.^' 

■i ' 


29 


6 


9 


33 


2 


9 



- 18 - continued 



mmilk (continuedl . ," , , ' .,/ , ;. 

»^ ' . . ■ I ' .; ^ ■ ' N i= M parents • . 



1 ' ■ ' N fl ^ '_ . .. ^ 1 




'if - v 


Should thi^objec- 
tive b^in the ■ 
school curriculum?. 


Is thlsobjec- ^ 
tive approprl- ' 
ate for a. Faniily 
life course? 

' ■» ■• 
. 


_— : \ 


YES 


1 


NO. RE- 
SPONSE 


/ 

YES 


NO 


NO RE- 


13. To heipv students develop a healthy attitude 'toward their own sexuality 
fmaleness/remalenessj. 


A 25 


10 


9 


JO 


5 


9 


14. To alleviate student concern^ related to Myths', misinformation, and ignorance 
in the^rea of human sexuality. , 


'29 




10 


32 


3 




ic knin ci-ii^ontc im/iorct'anH thp pyfiliitifin nf thp marriape ahd familv institution 
. . in our societ,-, including the influence of other institutions, its present func- ■ 
tions and difficulties, and possible future trends. ' 


' 1 

32' 

i 

i 


2 


10 ' 

\ 

— -J^ 


.34 

c' 


'2' 

,/ 




16. To help students understand 'child development and several child rearing pi^lpsophies 


, 25 


Q 
0 


1 1 




L 
D 


Q 
0 


17 To help students consider the various aspects of dating and choosing a marriage 
partner. ^ 


24 


« 

9 


1 

.11 . 


■ 32 


4 


•8 ' 


18. To assist students in making wise decisions regarding the management -of personal, , 
and family income. 


33 


2 


9 




5 


9 ■ 


19. To assist. students in understanding that developing and maintaining -a satisfying 
; personal relationship requires constant effort. 


: 32 


3 


9. 


32 


:3^:' 

f 




20. To help students understand the responsibilities of parenthood and the concepts 
and methods of family planning, ' 


.27 


6 


' 11 


34 







PLEASE LIST .\NY ADDITIONAL ^OBJECTIVES YOU FEEL SHOULD BE CONSIDERED. . ^ 



-.THANK YOU - ' 
VANCOUVER SCHOOL BOARD* 
Evaluation & Research Department 
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The following:* statements reflect specific Senior Secondary School objectives which may lelate^to the cotirse In your 
, school. Please indicate by checking "yes" or "no" whether each objective should be in the school curriculum and 
whether jpjjB objective is appropriate for a Family Life Education course. 

i At the end of theiist of specific objectives there is space to add any further objectives you feel should be considered. 



' . i\ • \ / ^\'^';' , , jrcAjirlKj Ul)JJjliiiV|jO 

. ' . 

V ■ ■ / * i V. " ' ■ ' ■ 


Should this objec 
tive be in the 
school curriculum? 


Istbl 
appro 

■Faiil 

cours 


■— «— r 

8 objective 
prlatefora 

y Life 


YES 


NO 


NORB- 
SPONSE 


YES 


NO 


NO RE- 
SPONSE 


/•■iixample: 'To assist Students ... 






• 




• 




t^JJ^ — , : *t — 

'/■li-Tp assist students to understand that each person is an individual, continually 
..being changed by experiences. 


'78' 


2 , 


I 


78 


1 


3 


,;:;;2.-'fo;help: students to recognize emotions and feelings and to be aware of their 
' ■' ' effect fin betevidr. 


, 6,8 


10 


4 


78 


1 


3' . 


3-.v,T0'ielp^s^^^^^ the forms of communication between people and to 
/■'•••iraprbve'tlir; 


74 


6 


2 


75 


3 




•;:4.;.TQ;help,studentsvini^rove the means by which they make decisions so that they are 
-.Vai^aT&'.^b^ • ' 


03 


0 




67 


9 

J 


6 

7 ' 


■v'.5/To'^:^^^^^^ the concepts of love, trust, and interdependence. 


Jl 




J 


72 


'3 


;Vi;:T0''pvide the opportuiu'ty for students to develop a sense of responsibility and 
commitment to others. ,f/ - ' 


1'. ■ 
74 


4 


4 


68 




6 


71 -tV help students becora^!'^^^^ aware of their personal values and attitudes. - 


72 


6 


4 


75 


4 


3~ 


■ 8! To assist student's 'iri/the clarification.of their personal s^ndards of behaviour. 


60 


17 


.5 


63 




r 

5 


9.' To. assist students in und^(r5tanding human reproduction which includes male and' 
, ■/ ■female anatomy, conception, pregnancy and birth. 


58 


19 


1 


74 


5 


3 


•It), To assist students in learning a working vocabulary 'related to human sexuality 
and reproduction in order tO' better couiunicate with others. 


52 


25 


5 




15 


5 


ll! To provide students with the basic facts concerning venereal diseases 
♦ (causes, symptoms, and sources of treatment). 


6?' 


12 


3 




2 


4 


12. To help student? understand that, human sexua.ljty involves both physical and 
psychological factors. 


58 


20 


4 


74 


6 


2 


^ 
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1 


continu 


, . 28 

led.... 



(continued) 



N = students 



SPE'aiFIC OBJECTIVES 


Shojild this objec- 
tive be ,ln the 
school curriculum^ 


Is - this objec- 
tive appropri- 
ate for a 
Family Life 
course? 






m 


XT A T>17 


YES 


'NO 


SPONSE 


tudents develop a healthy attitude toward .ith^^ir own sexuality 
/femalenessj. ^ 




ZO 


c 

J 


DO 


1 9 


£. 


ate student concerns related to myths, misinformation, and ignorance 
?a or numdn seAuaiiLy. ^ ■ • 


57 


19 


6 


, 71' 


6 


5' 


tudents understand the evolution of the marriage and family institution ' 
ociety, including the influence of other institutions, its present func- 
difficulties, and possitfle future trends. ^ 


60 


■15 


7 




6 


4. . 


tudents understand^child development and several child rearing philosophies 


53 


19 


10 
.^jj— : 


68 


7 


7 " 


tudents consider the various aspects of dating- and choosing a marriage 


45 


33 


4 ■ 


63 


14 


5 


student.s'in making wise decisions regarding the management of personal 
5s income. , , 


62 


15 


5 


58 


18 


6 , 


students in understanding that developing and maintaining a satisfying 
relationship requires corvstaht effort. 


57- 


20 


5 


63 


13 


6 


tudents understand the responsibilities of parenthood and the concepts 
ds of family planning. ■ 


59 


17 


6 


75 


2 


■ ; 5 • • 



i 

NY ADDITIONAL OBJECTIVES YOU FEEL SHOULD BE CONSIDERED, 



, -f; THANK YOU - 
2^ _ VANCOUVER SCHOOL BOARD 

Evaluation & Research 'Department 
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APPENDIX B 
STUDENTS' COMMENTS ON 



/ FAMILY LIFE EDUCATION PROGRAM 

You would assist me by replying to the following questions without signing 
your name. Thank you. ^ ' 

' . ; ^. MIDDLETON ' 
; .\ iE^ucation Research 

/ ' .Vancouver School Board 

1. Indicatdlv, . 

(a) what you liked in particular: 
-jWell-'organized and planned." 

, - Truth and openness." 

-"The sex part was very informative gnd should be taught to everyone."" 
-"Bring the people in from the clinic about birth control, death and 
dying". 

-"The fact that our instructors consider us adults and discuss topics 

as adults would'." 
-"Communication and personal values." \ ■■ ' . 
-"Birth control." ^ 

-"To become more aware of your own personal values and attitSSes toward 
life." . ' : ' ' ^ 

(b) what you did not like: ) ^ , 
- Misconceptions. . * - " 
-"The questionnaires we were asked to complete." 

-"At times topics were dropped out."' , - 

-"Dating. 

■^"Abortion and d'eatb and dying." <, 
-"I can't think^of any." " 

2. List the most beneficial aspect of the program: ' 

-"The whole program was beneficial for me." 

-"Hearing others' opinions on different topics and thus learning more 

about them." ' . - 

-"To, supply correct ideas which students ar^ interested in." 
-"All equally imporjtant." * 

-"Course made me more aware of what other people tfiink, and think "more aboyt 

why people do things;" - ' 

-"The most beneficial topics are birth control and V.D." ' 
-"The understanding of ones'elf." " ' . ' ' '. 

3. Indicate the points that were treated/. 

\a) with too much emphasis: ' - 

-"Children." / 

-"The part about morals^and values, they woh't change mine anyways**] 
"•^-"Self-evaluation." 
• . V^Abortion." ' . , • : — ' 

, -"Death and dying." 

-"V.D. went. on too long because most of us knew it before." 

' ■ ' 3i'" -.' . .. ' ; ■■ • 
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APPENDIX B> continued 



(b) with not enough emphasis: 



Group field trips? Whrft .happened 



marriage , cultures , 



'Child rearing, single young adults 
'Values/' * 1 

'UT^derstanding child development atd various child rearing 
philosophies. " 
'MarriageV'^A- ' 

'Family management." i . ^T^^- - ^ 

'Death and. dying." ^ 1 , ^"^vy^:^ 

-"Personal development." 



to, them?" 



You couldn't'get in anyf^sbod discdssions in the sex part 



Indicate any particul^ question you would have liked answered in class 
which was not covered*^. 

-"Money managing." . ^ <l. . ' 

-"Can racial groups be assimilated* into a white society without losing 
their own identities and individualism? How does the predominant 
society view racial groups?" 

^ /' , ■ ■ ■ 

Other comments or suggestions: , . /y. 
-"More small group discussion." 

-"Good course." » 
-"More guest speakers on important subjects." 



7 
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APPENDIX C' 

FAMILY LIFE -OPINION QUESTIONNAIRE 
AND 

SUMMAB^y OF RESPONSES 



Instructions 

Below arer^'^ number of statements'.^ Please circle the a.nswe^ which best applies 
to yau. - V ' ' 

Fam-ily Life Education has' improved my ability to communicate. 



A 
5 



..A. Strongly agree 

B. -v Agree 

C. Indifferent No. of 

''^ D. Disagree responses 

£• Strongly disagree t» ' ^ « « / 

Percent 8.8 4Q, 4 33.3 15.8 1.8 

Family Life Education has given me greater self-confidence. 



B C 
23 19 



D 
9 



E 
1 



' 'A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

C. Indifferent 

D. Disagree 

E. Strongly^ disagree 



No; of 
^responses 



A B C D^ E 
2 22 19 ' 12 '2 



Total 
57* 

' 100% 



Total 
100%. 



Percent 3.5 38.6 33.3 21.1 3.5 
Family. Life Education has "caused me to have poorer "relationships with my parents. 



A. Strongly agree 

B. * Agree . 

e. Indifferent 

D. Disagree 

E. Strong'ly disagree 



No. of 
responses ^ 

Percent 0 



B , C D E 

1 10 21 25 
1.^ 17.5 36.8 43.9 



Total 
57*' 
1Q0% 



Since taking Family Lifev Education I find it easier to discuss attitudes with the 
opposite sex. . ' 



A. Strongly agree 

B. Agre6 

C. Indifferent 

D. Disagree 

E. /Strongly^ disagree ' 

■ : \ 



No. of 



^ . B ' C D E . Total 
responses^ . 25 . 8^ 3 57* 

Percent 7.0 29,8 43.9\-14,0 5.3 ioo% 



* no rcs^dnsCj from one student 
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APPESWDIX C, continued ^ 

•(I . ' . " ■ . * . , . ' . 

- ' ' - '■ . ■ 

5, M^ny misconceptions regarding sex information have been corrected since taking 
Family Life Education. ; 

- A. Strongdyragree . A B C D E Total 

B. Agree v ^ No. of - . ^ 

. . ■ C. Indifferent . responses 8 28f a 15 .2 ¥ 57 

n. Disagree Percent 14.0 . 4^1 26. 3 3.5 ' 7 100% 

E. Strongly disagree * r 

6... Family Life Education has provided me with a better understanding of the 
responsibility of relationships with people. . * 

' A. Strongly agree A B C D E Total 

B. . Agree No. of / . ^ . ^ ' 

C. Indifferent - responses 4. 33 10 8 2 '57 
Disagree Petcent 7.0 57.9 'l7.5 .14.0 3.5 100% 

V ■ E. Strongly disagree 

7. ' Family Life Education has promoted in me a greater respect f*or my parents. 

A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 
V. • C. Indifferent • , 

D. Disagree 
Strongly disagree 

8. . Questions asked in the Family Life Education courses are embarras.sing for me. 

'■ \ . ' . * 

A. Strongly agree A B . C * D E Total 

^' ^^^^^ ; ' 'No. of T 7 ic: 10 1^: ^ \q 

C. Imiifferent responses^^ ^ 15 19 16 58 

E. ' S^rong!y disagree" Percent 1.7 12.125.9' 32.8 ?7.6 '^100% 

.9. Some questions asked me '^in Family Life' Education should not be arsked since 
my answers should not concern others. 

^' ' . ' ' .. . 

A. Strongly agree - A B - C D E^ , Total 

B. Agree ' ' No. of ^ ^3 5g ' 

C. Indifferent 0, . responses 

: ^- Disagree ^ P^ercent 12.1,22.4 24.1 27.6 13.8 100% 

- E. Strongly disagree 

* no response from one student 



A 


B 


C , 


D 


E 


Total 


No. of 












responses 1 


11 


29 


15 


2^ 


58 


Percent 1.7.' 


19.0 


50.0. 


25.9 


3.4 ; 


100% : 



34 



- 26 - 



APPENDIX C, 'continued . ' ' 

... * ' . ■ ^ 

* ■ .... ' e , . 

10 • Family Life Education has made mesinore inclined to experiment with sex.' 



n. 



A. Strongly^ agree 

<B. Agree 

'C. Indifferent' 

D. Disagree $ 

E. Stxongly'^disagree 



A 
1 



;B ; C 
3 20 



D 
14 



E, 
20 



No. of 

responses 

Percent 1.7 5.2 34.5 24.1 34.5 



Total 
.58 

tooz 



Jl. I sometimes feel I am being used as a "guinea pig" when taking part in Family 
Life Education. " ' , 



A. Strongly agree 

Agree • ^ ' m -c 

C. Indifferent 

D. Disagree .\ responses 

E. Strongly disagree Percent 6.9 ■ 19.0 12.1 36.2 25.9 



A. B 
4 11 



C 
7 



, D 
21 



• E 
15 



Total 
. 58 

100% 



12. Sex education is something that should be taught iri conjunction with 
mora^ values . 



A. Strongly agree ^ ' ■ 

B. Agree No. of 

C. Indifferent responses 

D. Disagree • 

e: Strongly disagree Percent 5.2 41.4 36.2^1(3.3 6.9 



ABC 
3 ' 24 " 21 



D 
6 



E 
4 



13. There is no need for sexual education to be taught in schools, 



A. , Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

. C. Indifferent ■ 

D. Disagree 

E. Std^ongly disagree 



No. of 

responses 



A 

6 



B 

1 



c 

5 



D 
22 



E 
30 



Percent . 0 . 1.7 «8.6 37.9 51.7 



Total 
58 

100% 



Total 
58 

100 



^14. Since taking the Family Life Education course a number of myths and misinformation 
ab out -human behaviour have been clarified. » 




Strongly agree 



No. of 

responses 



A 
4 



B C 
31 15 



D 
2 



;E 
6 



Agree 

■Indifferent 
Disagree 

Strongly di^gre^ - Pertent 6.9 53.4 25.9 3.4 * 10.3 



Total 
58 

IDO 



\ 



APPENDIX C. continued 

* 

15. Family Life Education has promoted a sense of self awareness in me. 

',• .'A B C D E Total 

A. Strpngly agree . 

B. Agree ' No. of - 7 27 13 , 9 2 58 
■ C. Indifferent. responses ^, , 

■ , e! Stron^^^ ^^^^^^^ 12.146.^6 22.4 15.5 3.4 100%' 

16. I feel that the teachers I had for Family Life Education are comf ortab!ba 
discussing Family. Life, Education topics. • 

/ A 1 A B C D ^^E Total 

f A. Strongly agree * 

• B. . Agree, No. of 19 20 12 . 4 . 3 58 

'C. indifferent. . responses 

D. Di^.sagree . 



E. Strongly disagree 



Percent 32 . 8 34 . 5 20 .7 . 6 . 9 5.2 100% 



17.)Family Life Education should be offered at an earlier age. v 

A B C ' D • E Total 
A. Strongly agree ) . . ' , 

. B. Agree ' ^ ' re;ponses ^ 18 . 13 ^ 15 3 . 5.8 

C. Indifferent * 



D. Disagree \- Percent 15 . 5 31 . 0 22 . 4 25 . 9 ' 5. 2 

E. Strongly disagree 



100% 



18. Family Life Education has assisted me to be more realistic in selecting, a mate. 

*■ ' ■ ' ■ - ' . 

A. Strongly agree /, A B C D E Total 

B. Agree * No . of 

^ C. Indifferent tpsponses 1 14 21 15^ 7 / 58 

D. Disagree t . ' \ 

E. Strongly disagree Percent 1.7 24.1 36.2 25.9 12.1 ' 100% 

19. Since taking Family Life Education I have become more aware of th^ '.responsibilities 
of parenthood. / ' 

A. Strongly a^ree A, B C D E Total 

4 ^ No. of 

C. Indifferent . ^^C««r,^^^ c i V / n m 
_ . responses 5.- '.'J^S 11 4 2 58 

D. Disagree^ .-v';-' ■ . 

E. Strongly disagree Percent 8.6 ''62.1 19^6^^^^^ ?..4 ^100^ 

20'.' -Since taking Family Life Education I have become more aware of various aspects . 
of, Family Law ' .. v , . 

.... . • ■ ^ ' . ■ ■ ■ V ^ ... . , ; 

A. Strongly agre^ , ABC D • E Total 

B. Agree No. of . . 

C. Indifferent responses^-" ^ |t 

D. Disagree Percent 8.6 60.3 19.0 12>l*ip 58 

E. Strongly disagree • .'T^ 
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APPENDIX C, continued < ' - 

; ■ . . • f • ■ • • . ■ 

21. Communication of feelings in a marriage is essential. 

, ^ • A . B C D E > Total 

A, Strongly agree ' responses 36 19 S O 0 .58 

• ' B. Agree - . ^ ^ .... 

C. Indifferent * 

D. Disagree ^ Percent 62.1 32.8 5.2 0 0 100% 

" E: Strongly . disagree ■ . 

•V ■ d 

22. Family Life Educatiorf has increased my knowledge of community resource information 

.. A": , strongly agree A B ' C D e ' Tota] 

B--- -^g"^ No of ^ 

C. Indifferent responses ^ ^7 18 6- 0 58 

D. Disagree . . 

E. . Strongly disagree Percent .12.1 46.6 31.0 10.3 0 . 100^ 

23. My basic values have not changed since taking Family Life Education. 

A. Strohgly agree A B C D E Total 

B. Agree ' No, of 

: C. Indifferent responses 17 22 9 7 3 58 

D, Disagree Percent 29,3 37,9 15,5 12,1 5,2 100% 

E, . Strongly disagree ' 

24. Sincam^king Family Life Education I have become more aware qf my personal values, 

A. ^ Strongly agree ^ g C ^D E Total 

^- ^S"^ No. of ' * ' 

C. Indifferent responses ^ 30> 14 5 3 58 

D. Disagree > ^ 

E. ^ Strongly disagree Percent 10.3 51.7 24.1 8.6 5.2 100^ 

25. Family Life Education has done little to help me be tolerant of differing opinions 

A. Strongly agree A B C D E Total . 
t • 8 18 23 6 58 

D. Disagree 

E. : Strongly disagree Percent 5.2 13.8 31W39.7 10.3 100% 

26. Family Life Education has done little to improve upon the old Guidance Program. 

r' A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

C . Indifferent 
■ D. Disagree 

■ . E. Strongly disagree 

^27. What I have learned in Family Life Education is useful to me. 

\ ■ ^. ■■'■■* 

A. Strongly agree ^ ,\ * A B C : D E Total 

B. Agre^;:^ . , . 'N6. of 26 '5 4 6 58 
. C. Indiff erent responses 

O D. Disagree , ;;' ^ 

' • E. Strongly disagree '^-Tercent 29.3 44.8 8.6 6.9 10.3 100%. 



A 


B . C D 


. E 


Total 


No. of A 


5 9 IS 


<^ 0 ; . 
22 


58 


responses 


Percent 6.9 


8.6 15.5 31.0 


37.9 


100% 



' ' •" ; . SEMANTIC DIFFERENTIAL INSTRUMENT ' ' ; ■ ' ' 

On the following pages there is either a word or a phrase in CAPITAL LEHERS below which are pairs- ot 
opposite words. .Between each pair of opposites there are seven vertical lines.' YOU are to place a mark on one of 
the seven vertical lines to indicate how you. feel ^out the CAPITALIZED word or concept. 



EXAMPLE 



EDUCATION 




* 'slow 



In this example, " EDUCATION" is the idea being described and the pairs of opposites are, Good-Bad, ' 
; Slow-Fast, and Cruel-Kind. If "EDUCATION" , seems to you to mean something VERY GOOD, you would put a mark on the 
first l^ertical liie on the Goo'd- Bad .scale. If '" EDUCATION" seems to you to mean something SLOW, then you would 
place. your lark on the second Vertical line on the Slow-Fast Scale. And if you 'f^el that " EDUCATION" means 
something which is neither CRUEL nor KIND, then y«u w^uld put your mark on. the middle vertical line - the . ' 
fourth one. / f , ' • . . • 

On the following pages; place your marks rapidly. What is wanted is your first impression. There are 
no "right" or "wrong" answers. Be sure to make only one mark for each pair of words. Do not skip any pairs 
of words or pages. " • > 
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^ APPENDIX Discontinued 



Raciaf Prejudice 



good 


. 6.3 


bad 


right 


- - 6.3 
\ 11 i 1 i 1 


.(6.1) . 

wrong' 


wise. 


■ 6.2 
6.3 

J 1 r 1 n ir 


, (5.8) 

. foolish 


successful 


4.2 

, 1 1 t I 1 1 


(4^4) :/ . 
unsuccessful 


matters 


2.3 ^ ■ , 
. 1 1 1 1 


.(1-9) i>\v ; 

4oesn't mattfer 


\ 

responsible 


Birth Control 
1.5 

ll-l"^ 11 III 


(1.6) 
irresponsible 


smart 


1.5 
1.4 

1 1 1 • 1 1 l l 


(2.0) 

^ ' Stupid 


good 


1.6 

i^r^j I I I 1 


(1.9) 

• bad 


wise 


1.4 

l^f 1 1 11 


• ■ , lb 

(1.6) 

foolish 


positive 


,1-7 
1.8 

J 1 1 1 1 1 1 


(1,8) 

negative 



Each bracketed figure represents control group mean. 

Each upper- -figure represents pre-test mean. 

Each lower figure represents post-te^t mean. ° 

Self-Awareness < 



v^iluable 


1.5 

V5| 1 1 f ( 1 


(1.4)~ 
worthless 


smart 


2.1 

"'1.8 . , 
1 1 1 ( I 1 ( 


(2.1) - 
stupid 


responsible 


>• 

'.2.1/ ■. 
1.9 

'I i-'i 11 1 r 


(2.0) ': 

irresponsibly, 


^ood 


1.8 

1,8 


,.v 

(1.7) . 

bad' 


<^ ■ • 

all right 


2.3 y. 

L.9 - 
I 1 1 1 1 ] 1 


(1.9)C*- 

o^lll wMhg 



Physical Aggression 
4.0 

I i I i. I I I 



"4.4 
4.2 



I I I 1 I 1 I 



.• 4.0 
I I .1 I I 1 I 



4.8 ; 

4.8 



4:-o 

4.3 . 
I I I I i I -I 



(4.4) • 
bad 



(A.2) 
unfair 



(4.G) 



unnecessary 



(5i^> 
unpleasant 



(A.A) 
dirty 
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APPENDIX D, continued 

Individual Differences 



. 31 - 



EquaT Status ' for Men. 5 Women 



normal 


•1.6 
1.5 

1 1 1 C 1 1 1 


a..4) 

abnormal good 


?..0 1 
1 1 I I 1 


(2.3) 

bad 


happy 


2.7 
2.6 

M » t 1 1 1 , 


• ■ i . ^ 

(2 5) 

^ ' ' sad beautiful 


2.8 

-2.8 

1 1 I 1 1 t 1 


(3.0) ^ 
ugly 


disturbing 


■ 

4.5 

1 I J .1 1 11 


(4.6) 

not disturbing wise 


2.5 - 
2.7 , - 
1 11 1 1 I I 


(2:7) ' 
\ foolish" 


valuable 


1.9 
1.6 

I 1 -1 II II 


- 

(1.7) .• .. 

w.-thless positive 


2.5 
2.4 

1 1 I J I 1 1 


(2.^6_L - 
negative 


good 


1.9 
1.9 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


bad fair 


; 2.1 
1 2.3 
1 I 1 1 1 1 I 


-n — — 

(2.4) 

unfair 



a: 



Discipline 



necessary 


1.7 

1 , , ,^ , 


(1.7) 
unnecessary 


fair 


2.5 
2.5 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


(2.3) 

unfair 


rational 


2.5. 
2.4 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


(2.3) 

iri?%itional 


^valuable 


i,r- ■ 

27o'' 

1 1 1 1 111 


(1.7) 
worthless 




y> 2.4 

2.4 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


(2.1) 

negative 


posltiV^^ 




5' 
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Old -Age 






3.9 


(4.0) 


happy 


4.2 

1 1 1 1 j 1 1 


unhappy 




3.5 


(3.0) 


valuable 


1 1 1 1 I 1 1 


worthless 




3.8 




pleasant 


3.8 

1 1 1 L 1 1 1 


(3.8) 
unpleasant 


wise 


, 3.1 
; 3.3 

1 1 i i 1 ..1 1 


. (3.2) 
foolish 




3.5 


(3.6) 


successful 


3.5 

I I 1 1 1 I 1 


unaucces'sf ul 
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necessary 


Communication 
\.\ 1 


(1.0) 

unnecessary 


good 


.1.2 
1.4 

1(1 \ \ II 


(1.3) 

bad 


positive 


. 1.4 
.1.5 

1 1 4 1 i 1 1 


^negative 


valuable 


1.2 
1.4 

II 1 1 1 II 


! worthless 


pleasant 


r 

1.9 

1-7 . . 
1 1 i> 1 1 1 1 


1 

(1.9) 
unpleasant 
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Financial Independence 



important 


1.7 J 
1-1-^ 1 1 i 1 1 


(1.7) 

unimportant 


good 


1.8 
.1.6 

1 Ivi 1 1 1 1 


(1'.7) 

bad 


wise 


1.8 
1.7 

1 1 1 1 1 1 I 


1.7) 
foolish 


necessary 


2.2 

^1 Jill 


(2.2) 
unnecessary 


positive 


i 1.9 

1 ^1^1 1 1 r 1 


(1.9) 

. negative 



Growth ^ Development 



fast 


3.0 
2.7 

i 1 1 1 1 It 


(2.7) 

slow 


positive 


2.6 
2.2 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


(2.4) 

negative 


good 


2.3 
2.2 

1^ r 1 1 1 II 


\ 

(2.5) ^ 

bad 


pleasant 


3.2 
2.7 

•1 1 1 1 t 1 ■> 


(3.2) . 
unpleasant 


non-stressfu] 


4.6 
4.3 

till III 


(4.4) 

stressful 



Life Styles 



pleasant 


2.3 

1 li 1 J 1 1 


(2.0) 
unpleasant 


old 


4.9 . 

5.0 

1 I 1 1 1 1- 1 


(4.9) 

modern 


non- 

.^freskful 


4.1 

1 1 1 I I 


0 

(4.0) 
stressful 


\ 

valuable 


2.3 

1 ^f^i 1 .1 .1 1 ■ 


•^(2.2) 
Worthless 


changing 


1.8 

2.1 

1 1 1 1 1 I' 1 


(2.1) 
non changinj 
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t D, continued 
flicts iti Marriage 

* 4.2 , 
3.8 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
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bad fun 


Famil'ie.s 

2.4 ... 
2.6 

t 1 1 1 I / 1 
1 \ \ 11 I .1 


4 

(2.7) 

nn fim 


agerous 


4.6 

4.8 : 
1 1 t i 1 1 1 


'(4.4) 

dangerous enjoyable 


2.3 
2.4 

1 II 1 1 1 ' 1 
1 1 1 1 1-1 I 


(2!6)- 

nnt- fnjoyahle- 


se 


4.4' 
4.2 

1 1 1 1 1 1 t 


(4.3) 

{ foolish , responsible 


'■2.1. 
2.1 

• ill I I t 

1 1 i 1 1 1 L 


(2.4) 

Irrpsponsihlp 


sitive 


I 4.3 

1 1 1 I 1 1 _l_ 


(4.5) 

j ^negative wise 


2*3- 
2.3 

111(111 


(2.5) 

fool ish 


.ir 


3.5 
4.1 

1 ) 1 1 ■ 1 1 


(4.1) 

unfair normal 


\ .1-9 
2.1 

I'll 1 II I. 


(2.1) 
abnormal 



Marriage 



isponsible 


1.5 

^^ . .11. 


Irresponsible 


* 

.se 


1.1 

i2f3, , , 1 , 


(2.8) 

foolish 


.nding 


2.7 

. I I 1 t 


(2.4) 

non-binding 


laring 


1.4 

^K . . . , 


(1.5) 

non-sharing 


iccessful 


2.4 
2.5 

II I 1 1 1 1 


(3.0) 

unsuccessful 


/ 

1 


■ ^ ' 1 
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Dating 



0 

pleasant 


?Vi i-i 1 1 


(1.8) 
unpleasant 


harmful ] 


* 5.5 
5.5 

1 I I 1 I. 1 1 


(6.1) 
not harmful ' 


■ 

clean 


2,3 

1 V'l I'i 1 1 


(2.6) ' " 
dirtv 


normal 


[1.4 . ■ 
1 1,5 , 
I I 1 1,1 .,1 1 


(1.6) 

abnormal 


wise 


1.9 

2.0 ' • 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


(2.0) 

fb^lish 
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APPENDIX E 



TECHNICAL APPENDIX 



A Hotelling. "t " analysis of the dif fetence, betwe/rt the -pre- and ,. 
l5ost-test means yielded at "t^" value of 200.7 and associated F-value 
of 0.99 which was npt significant at the ..05 level'. The ''U " analysis 
for comparison of po^t-test ¥a^ly Life Edupation scores- with the Grade, 
12 conttol gr: .p scgres yielded a "t " value of 290.9 and-^ssociated 
F-value^. 87 wi.ich was not. signifitant at the 0.05 level. "Therefore, 
the mean'scores for the post-test Family Life group- of j|,tudenp,.did 
not, dif fet significantly from the mean scores of the "Grade^lZ ".students 
who did not have Family Life. Education. 



. / 
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